The Elusive Nature of Truth in Scientific Studies and the Importance of Peer Review Constructive, critical peer review is an essential part of the ''information creation process'' that has evolved in our society. Journals constitute an essential component of the information dissemination infrastructure because, unlike meetings, the information contained therein is or ought to be subject to the rigors of peer review. An increase in the number of journals lacking peer review has enhanced the value of journals with rigorous peer review, particularly for readers who are not expert in the subject and/or methodology matter in a given manuscript.
Unfortunately, the peer-review process does not always operate as well as it should. Bohannon, 1 for example, submitted an intentionally flawed manuscript involving cancer to 304 journals as part of an experiment to test the peer-review process. This paper was accepted by 157 of the journals. Godlee et al. 2 submitted a paper with eight deliberate errors (in study design, analysis, and interpretation) to reviewers of the British Medical Journal. Among the 221 respondents, the average number of mistakes detected was two, and some reviewers found no mistakes in the manuscript. We are not perfect, and detection of errors in our process is not surprising. It does highlight, however, the need both for vigilance (among editors and readers) and an ongoing process for improvement.
Because of the importance of peer review to the quality of TVST, we are indebted to the TVST reviewers for the immensely important contributions they have made to the quality of the journal and for the service they have provided to the entire vision research community. As the journal matures, the volume of work undertaken by our reviewers increases. On behalf of our Associate Editors, Editors, and readers, I thank each of you sincerely. Without your commitment and generosity, this growth would not be possible.
Among the highly accomplished individuals who have generously donated their time and expertise for our benefit, a subset has made outstanding contributions due to the exceptional care with which they have reviewed manuscripts. The Editors of TVST have been asked to recognize these individuals by identifying them as ''exceptional reviewers.'' I am pleased to offer special recognition to these individuals as part of our thanks to each of the reviewers for TVST.
TVST is our journal, and it will be as useful a source of information as we make it through the submission of our work and, no less, through the peer review to which that work is subjected.
Marco Zarbin
Editor-in-Chief
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